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Derby and Leicester, Lords Howard of Effingham,
Himsdon, and Cobham, Knollys, Hatton, Walsingham.
and Davison (February 3). These ten were probably
the only privy councillors then at Greenwich.1 He laid
before them Davison's statement of what had passed
between the Queen and himself at both interviews.
He said that she had done as much as could be ex-
pected of her ; that she evidently wished her ministers to
take whatever responsibility remained upon themselves
without informing her ; and that they ought to do so.
His proposal was agreed to. A letter was written to
the Earls of Kent and Shrewsbury instructing them
to carry out the execution. This letter all the ten
signed, and it was at once despatched along with the
warrant. They quite understood that Elizabeth would
disavow them. They saw that she wished to have a
pretext for saying that Mary had been put to death
without her knowledge, and before she had finally
made up her mind. They were willing to furnish her
with this pretext, Of course there would be more or
less of a storm to keep up the make-believe. Bufc ten
privy councillors acting together could not well be
punished.

On Thursday (February 9) the news of the execution
arrived. Elizabeth now learnt for the first time that
the responsibility which she had intended to fix on the
two secretaries, one a nobody and the other no favourite,
had been shared by eight others of the Council, includ-

1 The remaining Privy Councillors were Archbishop
Lord Chancellor Bromley, the Earls of Shrewsbury and Warwick,
Leal Buckhurst, Sir Jnrues Crofts, Sir Kalph Sadler, Sir Walter
Mildmay, Sir Ainyas Paulet, and the Latin Secretary, Wolley.